Dear alan, 7/24/64 

lour letter and interesting enclosures cane yesterday and I cade 3 one notes 
I'll got to wiien I continue this cj^morrow. Jin phoned no about another natter and 
he then updated ne on tlie status oi‘ jour case, I'n glad you do not nontion coving 
to r consider becau e I think you got as good and fair a decision as could be 
expected and because, clearly, tiie Cl... lias t ;iven u reene an awful lot of work that 
he reflects not liking. 

As soon a. my wife finishes oono copying I have lu-ave to make outgoing 
* Bail and we'll dine while out, but txiere is something I do not want to forget' 
and that is why I begin a letter I'll not be able to finish today. 

I've recalled the names of three lawyers/ 1 irC3 who represented Trujillo and 
nigh*, or might not be willing or able to help you. (l f a not sure about Ton^y the 
Cork.) The Homer 3. Cunnings firm, then in the Com. cnwoalth bldg* I can't 
remember the nano o:' the partner who seemed to be more or less in charge of that 
work. The secretary was Hetty Wright, who then lived on 16th St. on Pridian "ill* 
hike Gould, a tax lawyer, livodcU i*ckinley a little east of Conn* Ave. Monroe 
Karasik, I t h i nk connected with u ould, noro than as a friend, but perhaps not in 
the some firm* Karasik would liave had a knowliow >aid understanding greater than 
that of most lawyers bee *use of his World Jar II background in the government. I 
think he was in economic warfare and ^ know I was doing that kind of research when 
I first met bin, when I was in 033. 

Also, I think you should consider filing requests re Johnny Abbas and Nando 
Castillo, of both FBI and CIA and perhaps other DJ components. Nando died a couple 
of years ago anil if you need the obit I c n provi e it* I se*;m to recall hearing 
that if tiiere is a reward, Abbas was in a position to receive it. I don't recall 
if his death was from natur: J. causes and I seen to remember that it cay have been 
in Ixngland. 

In the recent past, ad* tec reading that^d. adful man Fhilxips' book and 3nithAs, 

• hich were approved by CIA, I suggested to Jin ana -hid that someone should keep 
tabs o: the disclosures authorized in these ‘and the other books and the withholding 
of ti jo sane info by the sane CIA in FOIA cases* The e disclosures include sources 
and methods, location of stations anc bases and particularly identify for ign 
agencies* True also of the FJI, ..hich, when it suits SSL purposes, discloses even 
xeroxes of what was provided* {I have tiiAs in ease records.) 

3o, is it possible for you to ask questions o:’ tlie CIA, oak for attestations 
by tliose who hav ioiowl»jdgB tiuit wliat is witliheld from you has not alrouy been 
disclosed^ I n ui officially, their standard. And renumber, there ore referrals, 
by the to Ci«. with approved disclosure by the TJL 9 Also Congress:. ional disclosures. 
I don't know now you can ask questions at tills juncture, but if there is a proper 
way I tidnk it night help. 

before a judge ^LvO u reene I think it would be significant if you coulx prove 
tr*at they lied. I'n sur^ they liave and that your lawyer woulu not use that word, but 
when they ove.laod a juuge buseu on false r presentations he might react* home have. 

If very few! withholding what ha~ bo a disclosed is not unheard of. 

7/24: T;je Cunning3 partner whose name I could ..ot recalx is Albert (peeves* iiy 
recollection after about 25 years and perhaps not dependable is that thi3 firm more 
or less handled Trujillo's Congressional and government relations and lobbying. 

Cummings was rather old then, fil though he won in tlie office daily, so I thirds that 
maybe sleeves was the one who was on top of things. ( Nixon bought his home on Forest 
in Spring Valley.) 
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Inforiuing your lawyer is sure a fair amount is buried in ca e records. 

I've forgotten what I reported (and I nay be able to t ink of more if there is need, 
as if lie wants to establish a pattern, sort of FOI«, track record. If I didn't 
tell you, I fmi have one of thtrr internal records showing exactly how they get 
their /general counsel, then Warner, to lie. «uui he did lie to £esar and me. 

I'v« jU3t remembered^***- nay be known to you. *vt the tine of the Galindez 
disappearance th. weckl/ Ar.«: icry Guardian . I'm pretty sure before the extremists 
(to no) took it ove£ hac \a scp art$3 of articles on the CkHLindez case. It was then 
edited by a decent socialistic man named ^aatjs Aronson, in U.Y.C., with an edito 3 >- 
in-cxile Cedric -^e If rage. Exile at Cin^eiiavaca, liexico. I don't know if either is 
alive or had any useful knowledge to remember. 

As I reread your letter, your report of the CI«J s position that all sources 
and inf jmation identifying thorn should be forever exempt can be punctured by your 
showing that wlien it suits tlierr purposes they do disclose, as I indicated above. 

You describe Hall as a "/ally harunose." Ho thine in my experience attests 
jolly, but iiardnosed, hardh^oded and utterly impervious once the Phi's line i 3 laid 
down, that's the guy I've been dealing -with. There i3 no such thing as dishonesty, 
immorality or even com: on decency in those people in cose- that are in any way 
delicate to the PHI. They don't really try hard to av$il perjury. They'll makn a 
few attempts at evasion and mi 3 representation and when that fails they ju 3 t lie 
under oath. It also is common^ for them to a\fcid attestations of first— person 
knowledge. This has the advantage of lotting someone who doesn't know a damned thing 
lie Ills head off on the * alleged basis of alleged information he allegedly obtained 
ia the course ofj^.3 official duties. 01’ all his many as. istants I've met there is 
no exception. Jymy r** uests are all potentially embarrassing to the F.;I and they have 
ion disliked me anyway, but beware! if there is ever any indication of PHI negligence 
in the investigation, if they did investigate, expect at tiie least prolonged stone- 
walling. 

If the FGIa section is accepting any requester's statement that someone is dead 
that is new. 

Hall misrepres ents bhea's position as I knew it and as lie testified as a DJ 
witness in one of ny cases, made a careful distinctions, as I'm sure Hesar 
will remember, between those lie referred to as "players" or uliose of some significance 
in the investigations and others, ana it was players he believed, after a balancing 
test, might noh be withheld as 70s. Interestingly, whan the matter was put to Hoover 
he crossed then all up and insisted that there be no withholding from anything the 
Warren Gonuission wanted to publish, without even reviewin, those records. Tliia 
included PHI naoea and FI) b02s(^, the intervic. roppart forms# This was not t:ieir 
real, reason for getting rid of ^hea, which I'm surprised he ncknowledged,and they 
consistently disclosed anything and everything about those tliey wanted to hurt or 
embarrass. Within my experience shea 3Up;jorted tliem on withholding ad:re3se3, and 
he explained his r asons to me, re non-players# His airline clerk story i 3 poppycock, 
and with all such standard soureds tie clerks were never on their own but followed 
standing policy.. 

"Implied confidentiality" is a device for withholding# I can't tell you how many 
records I have i.. which, wheru tliere is confidentiality, it is stated. 

FDJQ2a are not " an agent's first recorded interview notes." The :om is the 
first page only and it, in my experience, i3 used or. each ana every interview. I've 
never known then to be withheld but agents' names have been, inconsistently. They've 
made a variety of claim. > to withhold and have sworn both ways in ny litigation for 
the same periods of time. Hall numeral because you caught him. They have always 
disclosed airtels, TTs, LHMs, summaries, etc. 

When information ia attribute . to an anonynoiu source it is never the original 
record. T!ie field office record always discloses the source. It is in .distribution 






that there is anonymity, a nb this i3 not by any means always improper. They 1 11 
append a page to FblBQ, which it omit3 in di. tri'oution, identifying each source. 

T-1 nay be all that appears in what is distribute . , but T-1 will be identifies^ to HQ* 

Where the source is what you ell a paid informer, to them a "symbol inform*?,"^ 

there is at least One underlying record, a form the number of which I've forgotten, 
actually an informer contact foim, that is filled in, with evaluation ana identification. 
(The iidetification may be only the symbol, like BL Cl 2892, Dallas criminal informant 
2892. It is not sometimes tliat they loop records of payment# I have n ver heard of 
any exception. Ifot that all are genuine , but there i3 always a record or receipt. 

On the withholding of mimes below CS-15 only after Shea left, tliis is a plain 
lie. T*ney did it extensively while he uas there, wul, incredibly, also in other 
litigation did not withhold at the identical time period. 

On t..oir not having published aiiyting to aid requestors, they have published 
something ifferent'^kat cun lxelp you and it is not classified. If tliey are unwilling, 
Jim has a copy, ^t is a izgr largo namplet titled "FBI Central Pjecords." It does 
tell you pretty much how they hajdle records. 

His deural tliat V'former agnts are not supposed to talk about their activities 
a agents, " - know of no cose in all the records I've seen where tliis hap;)ened 
wi ..out tiie a^.-unta checking in. *uid getting an OK. Home liave sounded off without 
permission being recorded and some clearly did not ask. as I'm sure Schott did not 
ask for h±3 delightful book, "Ho ^eft T^hns." 

If you meant that info from foreign agencies was usually classified bo.drjJLrir 
in tiie 1950-3, not so. I don't recall classification of such iiiformation in criminal 
cases, i-oweoveiy, they've disclosed evidence provider by for ijn agencies to me in 
facsimile, xeroxes. Tliey they turned around and swor*; tliat they could not disclose 
such cooperation because the foreign agencios would then te.minate th*^ re la ti onahi p . 

V ^ 5 is utter noames, ami the cooperation i3 very well and pualicly known. It i 3 an 
excuse to witlihold what they wunt to withliold. I've never known information that 
deserved anu required classification not to have been classified. 

He "atat3 a$d quotas," etc. Statistics have alwuys been the Fdl ' s answer to 
anytlilng at all. They have been compiling such statistics, and they contrive ways of 
inflating them, as a means of appealing for relief from FOIa because of it3 cost 
and time requirements# 

The Special Intelligence Service files: if they don't spot the stupidities 
that should be in then from some I saw contemporaneously you'll liave a ball. The 
agwnts were Hoover's clones and usually \iithout ordinary political understanding. 

Anybody to the left of ^engliis Klian was red and even a ^niv. F 0 nna gradate student 
doing a doctoral thesis on the Spanish Falango was himself, ipso facto, a Falangist. 

As of 1964 they util had non; n cords that these 25 cdwtrol sections. They still had 
all the receipts for cash given to informers. *>cme were relatively high up in their 
\ countries. I knon of a case in which a country's president was a symbol informer for 
fix Un JLiX ) very little money. I also know the agent, who hasn't been on agent for many years. 

I don't believe fofr a minute that all they have is this control file that is probably 
a tickler, but you'll be able to tell when you see it. 

If I were to guess why ^all was completely 3il«nt when you n ntionod ion 
Bresson's name it is hi3 covering of his own ass. Bresson is a tough character 
who is capable of anything and they all kno . it. They'll not take any chances. 

It is undoubtedly tru*. tliat foreign ;overnnents provide:! info to the SI £ agents, 
but I think there will be individual or personal sources where they may 3 till be 
a chance for emburras. cent. Your graf on Falb and othur SIo materials aug ests 
again that thi~ control file is a large tickler and the individucal records in it 
will oijclose the files of recorc. Tlie main files, that is, the serialised files. 
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I'd not be a bit surprised if some of the* omti-CXA feeling in the FJI over its 

loss of Latin America intelligence might 3 til- persist, I icno they've gone out of 

tiieir way to ^ebarras the din. and tiiat as of the u iilincies period they loved to 
do this to the White 'muse. Uicliols and DeLoach operations. Much less pften Hoover 
in per on. If you make thu request I surest now they'll be on guard and resist, but 
when you've gotten about all you e poet ask for a search of the F^IKCi 54 classification. 
T lie official title is "..esaarch otters" but it is the press, lobbying, etc. file 
of that Division. 

Your inpre33ion that Bresson is bl~nl and cautious is, I tiiink, a potentially 
dang- ro us misreading of him. lie na y well have been cautious with you, but if there 
is what to him or the F I n;iy kind of crunch you'll find he is neither and extra- 
ordinarily tough and wlsnt most people would r *^rd as incautious. There i 3 nothing 
too ridiculous for him to swear to, in my experience* 

The Cl A argument that impressed Greene, page 6 of '.is order, is reasonable and 

will impress any judge. Tiiis is one of the things I had in mind above in urging an 

effort to show wliat had been disclosed. Tiuere appears to be the separate question of 
the information provide... The Cl*. is likely to claim that the information itself 
will disclose the source, but that isn't necessarily true and proper use of the 
exemptions is often all that is required for r* a..onable disclosure. While I doubt 
very much that any intelligence age'.cy will refuse to cooperate with any other, 
each having similar need3 ana prol^firas , I dcH't think you'll ever get a judge to 
take till 3 position, for many reasons. So, I think you'll bo b ttcr off not aemanuing 
disclosure of the source and going for what iiu'orcatioa you can get tiiat was 
provided by an - does not pinpoint that source. 

I not. liere that the judge is limited to what is disclosed in what i3 before 
hi m, footnote 9. B ut m uch lias been disclosed officially that i3 not reflected in 
the records before w* him, which again gets ba-k to what I suggested earlier. They 
may resist but if there ±3 iny way of a. -king them i f tneru i-on been any disclosure 
elsewhere it night help if that information is 1 portent to you. Or if you can 
show that it has already boon disclosed. 

Greene is not vitiiout some other iciowludge in this area, from other litigation. 

I on e proviso a an affidavit tiiat apj>~ar3 to have Influenced :dn. I attested to tlie 
official disclosure of what was being witlihold under this identical claim. Baud on 
this I believe he would bu receptive to proof that txiey are withholding w’nat they've 
already disclosed or agreed to im.ve discloses, os by the FJI, in books or by Congress. 

If you can preserve the kind o- relationship you iiuVc with il all you'll not be 
worse off for it. 




